REMARKS 

Claims 91-1 19 are all the claims pending in the application, claims 1-90 having been 
previously cancelled. Claims 91, 100, and 1 12 are the only independent claims. 

As a preliminary matter, in the last response, Applicant solicited the Examiner's 
assistance in the acknowledgement of several items; in particular, the drawings, IDS, domestic 
priority, and foreign priority. The present Action did not include such acknowledgements. 
Accordingly, Applicant again respectfully requests the Examiner's assistance in the following. 

The Office Action did not indicate whether or not the originally filed drawings have been 
accepted. Applicant respectfully requests such an indication on the next communication from 
the USPTO on this application. 

The Office Action does not acknowledge the IDS and accompanying 1 449 forms 
previously submitted on February 28, 2005. Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner 
provide signed and acknowledged 1449 forms in the next communication. 

The Office Action does not acknowledge Applicant's claim for domestic priority under 
35 U.S.C § 1 19(e), or the claim for foreign priority to previous filed Korean patent application. 
These priority claims have been noted on the Official Filing Receipt. Accordingly, Applicant 
respectfully requests that the Examiner provide the appropriate priority acknowledgements. 

Claims 91-1 19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Dorrell 
(U.S. patent 6,714,202). Applicant respectfully traverses these rejections, and requests 
reconsideration and allowance of the pending claims in view of the following arguments. 
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Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 3102(b) 

The Examiner rejects claims 91-119 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by 

Dorrell. 

Independent claim 91 is directed toward a method of managing picture data and requires 
that tire "MNG file comprises a header portion, an end portion, and a graphics file positioned 
between said header portion and said end portion." Page 2 of the Office Action relies upon Fig. 
9 of Dorrell as teaching various claim features. Relevant portions of Fig. 9 of Dorrell are set out 
below, and have been annotated with the assertions set forth in the Action. 
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Distinction : claim requires "graphics file positioned between said 
header portion and said end portion" 



The Action contends that element 1002 teaches the claimed "header." The Action further 
states that element 1002 provides "information describing parameters of the image data," winch 
teaches the claimed "end portion." The Action also indicates that control information 1004 and 
image layers 1006-1008 teach the claimed "graphics file." (Action, page 2). The foregoing 
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annotated Fig. 9 illustrates this position. 

Applicant submits that claim 91 is distinguishable over this reference for at least three 
reasons. First, claim 91 recites a "header portion" and an "end portion." In contrast, Dorrell 
simply provides a single portion (header element 1 002). At best, since element 1 002 is only one 
portion, it can be either (but not both) a "header portion" or an "end portion." 

Second, the claimed "end portion" means what it says — it is at the end. As annotated Fig. 
9 clearly depicts, element 1002 is at the beginning of file 1000, not at the end. 

Third, Applicant assumes arguendo that Dorrell teaches a "header," "end portion," and 
"graphics file." Even if this were possible, Dorrell would at best provide discussions relating to 
positioning an end portion between the header and the graphics file. This is dramatically 
different that claim 91 which recites a " graphics file positioned between said header portion and 
said end portion." As annotated Fig. 9 clearly demonstrates, the "graphics file" of Dorrell is after 
the "end portion." Since Dorrell discloses positioning the "graphics file" after the "end portion," 
tiiis patent cannot therefore teach or suggest a "graphics file positioned between said header 
portion and said end portion" as required by claim 91 , 

For at least these reasons, claim 91 is believed to be patentable over Dorrell. Independent 
claims 100 and 112 include language similar to claim 91, and therefore these claims are also 
believed to be patentable over Dorrell for at least the reasons set forth above. Dependent claims 
92-99, 101-11 1, and 113-119 are also patentable at least by virtue of their dependence upon their 
respective independent claims. 
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CONCLUSION 



In light of the above remarks, Applicant submits that the present Amendment places all 
claims of the present application in condition for allowance. Reconsideration of the application 
is requested. 

If for any reason the Examiner finds the application other than in condition for allowance, 
the Examiner is requested to call the undersigned attorney at the Los Angeles, California, 
telephone number (213) 623-2221 to discuss the steps necessary for placing the application in 
condition for allowance. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Lee, Hong, Degerman, Kang & Schmadeka 



Date: November 14, 2006 




Customer No. 035884 



Registration No. 45,737 
Attorney for Applicant 
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